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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claim 70 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Minick et al. 
(US 3,186,543). 

As to Claim 70, Minick et al. teach a container system for handling an endless 
belt, comprising: a container; in said container an endless belt with first and third 
cylindrical bodies inserted in the belt and a second cylindrical body outside of the belt, 
and said first and second bodies having the belt wound there-around to form a wound 
unit; and said container having a support surface structure supporting said wound unit, 
said support surface structure being shaped such that when the third cylindrical body is 
pulled upwardly during removal from said container, said wound unit rests on, is 
supported by, and slides along said support structure surface during unwinding of said 
wound unit (Figure 3). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
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the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 62-69 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Minick et al. (US 3,186,543), and further in view of Yamazaki et al. (PGPub 
2003/01 38267 A1). 

As to Claim 62, Minick et al. teach inserting the first cylindrical body through a 
loop of the endless belt; arranging the second cylindrical body outside of the loop of the 
endless belt and parallel to the first cylindrical body; winding the endless belt around the 
first and second cylindrical bodies to form a wound unit and inserting the third cylindrical 
body through the loop at a free end of the endless belt before or during the winding of 
the first and the second cylindrical bodies with the endless belt; placing the three 
cylindrical bodies with the wound unit in a container with said wound unit resting on a 
support surface structure in the container; and extracting the endless belt from the 
container such that as the third cylindrical body is being raised upwardly from the 
container said wound unit unwinds while it is resting on, being supported by, and slides 
along said support surface structure (Figure 3). 

Yamazaki et al. teach a method for handling of an endless belt for an 
electrophotographic printer or copier wherein the endless belt is to be borne with aid of 
a first, a second, and a third cylindrical body during mounting of the belt into said printer 
or copier (Figure 2A). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
shipping method taught by Minick et al. with the belt taught by Yamazaki et al. Minick et 
al. teach that the for anything flexible that has sheet or belt characteristics Figure 3 is an 
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effective and viable method for shipping. Yamazaki et al. also teach that rolling the 
endless belt for shipping. Using the method taught by Minick et al, the packaging for 
the endless belt can be minimized. One would be motivated to combine both teachings 
to create a smaller shipping container that uses less material to containing and 
protecting the endless belt, so to minimize the total cost of shipping the endless belt. 

As to Claim 63, Minick et al. teach a method that support surface structure 
comprises first and second spaced apart support surfaces, said first and second 
cylindrical bodies have respective first and second opposite ends, and the first ends of 
the first and second cylindrical bodies resting on and sliding along the first support 
surface during said unwinding of the wound unit and the second ends of the first and 
second cylindrical bodies resting on and sliding along the second support surface during 
said unwinding of the wound unit (Figure 3). 

As to Claim 64, Minick et al. teach each of said first and second support surfaces 
are continuous without protrusions so that as said wound unit is unwinding, said wound 
unit slides along said support surfaces during said unwinding (Figure 3). 

As to Claim 65, Minick et al. teach support surface structure comprises first and 
second support surfaces each of which are continuously curved, and opposite ends of 
said first, second and third cylindrical bodies extending beyond the endless belt 
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respectively being in contact with said first and second curved surfaces when the wound 
unit and said third cylindrical body are positioned within said container (Figure 3). 

As to Claim 66, Minick et al. teach the first and second support surfaces are 
round and have a removal opening above a rounded portion where said third cylindrical 
body is extracted upwardly as said wound unit begins to unwind (Figure 3). 

As to Claim 67, Minick et al. does not teach wherein the container has first and 
second flaps, and wherein the first flap has a web which, when the first flap is closed 
onto the container, is inserted between ends of said first and third bodies. 

Yamazaki et al. teach wherein the container has first and second flaps, and 
wherein the first flap has a web which, when the first flap is closed onto the container, is 
inserted between ends of said first and third bodies (Figure 7). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
shipping method taught by Minick et al. with the packaging taught by Yamazaki et al. 
Minick et al. teach that the for anything flexible that has sheet or belt characteristics 
Figure 3 is an effective and viable method for shipping. Yamazaki et al. also teach that 
rolling the endless belt for shipping and placed into a sturdy casing. Using the method 
taught by Minick et al, the packaging material for the endless belt can be minimized. 
One would be motivated to combine both teachings to create a smaller shipping 
container that uses less material to containing and protecting the endless belt, so to 
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minimize the total cost of shipping the endless belt as well as provided. One would also 
find obvious to use the flaps of the container to better protect the drum. 

As to Claim 68, Minick et al. does not teach the second flap folds over the first 
flap having the web when the first flap is closed. 

Yamazaki et al. teach a method for the second flap folds over the first flap having 
the web when the first flap is closed (Figure 3A). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
shipping method taught by Minick et al. with the packaging taught by Yamazaki et al. 
Minick et al. teach that the for anything flexible that has sheet or belt characteristics 
Figure 3 is an effective and viable method for shipping. Yamazaki et al. also teach that 
rolling the endless belt for shipping and placed into a sturdy casing. Using the method 
taught by Minick et al, the packaging material for the endless belt can be minimized. 
One would be motivated to combine both teachings to create a smaller shipping 
container that uses less material to containing and protecting the endless belt, so to 
minimize the total cost of shipping the endless belt as well as provided. One would also 
find obvious to use the flaps of the container to better protect the drum. 

As to Claim 69, Minick et al. teach wherein when placed in said container, said 
first and third bodies lie above said second body, and for removal, the first, second, and 
third bodies are rotated so that the third body is beneath an opening and then the third 
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body is extracted upwardly while the wound unit formed of said first and second bodies 
unwinds on said support surface structure (Figure 3). 



Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 62-70 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Schouten (US 4,1 62,009) teaches the winding and winding of an 
endless belt from a structure similar to one set forth in the instant claims. 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See M PEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to ROY Yl whose telephone number is (571)270-7804. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday, 8 am to 5:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Gray can be reached on 571-272-21 19. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/ROY Yl/ /David M Gray/ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2852 Supervisory Patent Examiner, 

Art Unit 2852 



